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stitute the ideal perfection of Utilitarian morality1,* That
this is the rule at which the best disciples of this school
airive, and which is already embodied in Bentham's maxim,
* Everybody to count for one, nobody for more than one,'
is indisputable: the question is whether, from their assump-
tions, or consistently with them, they can find their way
to any such rule. The reason adduced in proof of it is
conspicuously fallacious. When it is laid down as self-
evident that the only desirable end is happiness, the
meaning surely is, that nothing is desirable for A but
the happmess of A; and when it is said that A's happiness
is no more desirable than B's, the meaning is, that A's is no
more desirable for A than B's is for B; from which it is fair
to conclude that B has the same warrant for pursuing his
own happiness that A has; but not that to either of them
the happmess of the other is, or ought to be, as desirable as
his own. The word ' desirable' is a relative word, and has
no definite meaning without reference to the person or
peisons whose desires it implies; and if in twice using the
word you change these persons, the meaning is changed,
and you must guard yourself against an ambiguity. In the
first premiss of the foregoing reasoning the desirableness of
happiness is affirmed ^frr the individual enjoy ing it- in the
second, it is affirmed as equal for him and for any or all
mere observers, irrespective of its personal incidence; for,
else, we do not get the conclusion, that it must be all the
same to him, whether the good alights on him or on a
stranger. As well might you argue that because, of a
hundred men, each one's hunger is satisfied by his dinner,
therefore the hunger of all must be satisfied by the dinner
of each. The terms employed to conceal this leap, from
what is only distributively true to what is genencally so, are
empty or confused abstracts which cannot be realised in
conception \ e. g, in order to discharge all relativity\ happi-
ness is pronounced * intrinsically desirable? What does this
mean? If, as I suppose, *irrespective of anyone's desire] i.e.
1 Utilitarianism, chap. it. p. 24.